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Dear Sir: 

Applicants hereby request reconsideration of the Patent Term Adjustment (PTA) 
accorded to the above-referenced patent application. The Determination of Patent Term 
Adjustment under 35 L/.S.C. 154(b), attached to the Notice of Allowance mailed on June 2, 
2005 f states that the PTA is tt 299" days. 



According to the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office (PTO) t the total PTA for the above- 
referenced patent based on the Applicants' Delay and PTO Delay, was 239 days. Applicants 
respectfully submit that, as described in detail below, the correct total PTA for this patent is 522 
days. Applicants are also in disagreement with the Applicants' Delay of 1M days, as indicated 
in the PAIR/PALM system. Applicants believe that the Applicants' Delay should be Q days. 

A Restriction Requirement in connection with the present application was mailed on 
October 2, 2003. A Response to the Restriction Requirement, as attested by the attached 
date-stamped return receipt postcard, was mailed on October 27, 2003, and accorded a date of 
receipt of Qdnhftran. ?nn3 a review of the Patent Term Adjustment (PTA) in the PAIR/PALM 
system shows that the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office (PTO) calculated the Patent Term 
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Adjustment according April 16. 2QQ4 as the date of receipt for this response. The latter date is 
the date when Applicants re-faxed the original response to the PTO, along with proof that it was 
originally mailed on October 27, 2003. Since Applicants filed a timely response to the 
Restriction Requirement on October 30, 2003, the elapsed time from February 29, 2004 (four 
months from October 30, 2003) to the mailing of the next Office Action on September 21, 2004 
caused a PTO delay of 205 days. 

Accordingly, the total PTO delay is 572 days, while Applicant's delay is 0. 

Therefore, Applicants respectfully submit that, instead, this patent is entitled to a total 
PTA of 512 days and request adjustment accordingly. 

Additionally, Applicants do not believe the $200.00 charge for reconsideration of the 
PTA should be charged to the Applicants, as the error was made on the part of the PTO. 

However, any additional fees that may be due in connection with this application may be 
charged to Deposit Account No. Q&AB&l (Attorney's Docket No. 32Zfifi=QflfifiA). Should there 
be any questions, please contact the undersigned at the correspondence address listed below. 



HELLER, EHRMAN, LLP 

275 Middlefield Road 
Menlo Park, California 94025-3506 
Telephone: (650) 324-7000 
Facsimile: (650)324-0638 
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Respectfully submitted, 



Date: June 23, 2005 




Ginger R. Dreger 
Reg. No. 33,055 
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